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Five Vessels from the McFate Site, 
Crawford County, Pennsylvania 
By James L. Murphy* 
ABSTRACT 
Five vessels excavated at the McFate Site 
(36 CW 1), a Late Prehistoric village 
along French near Cochranton, 
Crawford County, Pennsylvania, are in the 
collection of the Crawford County Historical 
Society at Meadville, These are 
the first vessels to be described from the 
McFate Site which was extensively 
excavated in 1938 under the Works Progress 
Administration (WPA). Of particular interest 
are two vessels of Mayer-Oakes' (1955) 
McFate Incised ceramic type which was 
named for this site. The other vessels are not 
assigned to formal ceramic types, though 
one (E fits Monongahela 
Punctate type. 
THE multi-component McFate Site (36 Cw 1) lies along 
French Creek near Cochranton, 
Crawford County, Pennsylvania. 
Excavation conducted Harry 
Schoff in 1938 revealed over­
lapping 
may have been as many as five 
(Brown, 1971), indicating consider­
able time depth to Late Pre­
historic site. Schoff 
manuscript report on the 
but has never been published. In 
his report, the original of which is in 
the William Penn Museum, 
Schoff 
and discussion of 
ceramices. 
McFate collections 
by Schoff are in storage at 
the William Penn Memorial Museum 
and been only cursorily studied. 
A relatively small portion of the 
collection, however, was deposited at 
Meadville PubUe 
Meadville, Pennsylvania, and 
placed in the Crawford 
Historical Society's museum at 
Baldwin-Reynolds House in Meadville. 
The precise temporal relationships 
the five vessels housed in the 
Baldwin-Reynolds Museum remam 
uncertain. All were from 
features either in the overlapping zone 
of central and eastern stockade 
or outside the edge 
central stockade. It is 
all of the with the 
"'James L. Murphy, of 
Geology, Case Western Reserve University, 
Cleveland, Ohio 44106. Through the 
courtesy of H. W. Getchell, Secretary, 
Crawford County Historical I have 
been allowed to examine the 
the McFate vessels. I am also 
Fred E. Brown and Carl Conneaut 
Lake, Pennsylvania, for information on the 
McFate and Wilson Shutes sites and for 
permitting me to examine and pn(Jtogra 
of their collections from 
William Penn 
Museum, for me the Schoff manu­
script and allowing me to examine the 
McFate ceramics; and Vivien Marshall, 
Salem, Ohio, for helping me examine and 
photograph the Baldwin-Reynolds Museum 
vessels. 
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possible exception of the single grit· 
tempered pOt (E 250), belonged to 
the same componeJlt which is guess­
dated at A.D. 1300-1400 and which is 
believed to be at teast roughly con­
temporaneous with the late 
component at the Lyman Site 
(33 La 2), Lake County, Ohio 
(Murphy 1971a), and slightly carlier 
than the major component at the 
Wilson Shutes Site (36 Cw 5), 
Cr.lwford County. Pennsylvania. 
The two most important vessels 
(Fig. 1; Fig. 2a. h, d. cJ Me the first 
illustrated representatives of William 
Mayer-Oakes' (1955) tentative 
McFate Incised ceramic type, though 
severa] vessels and rimshcrds (rom 
other sites have been assigned co 
McFate Incised and illustrated (Butler 
1939, Fig. 2a; Dragoo 1955, Pis. 
13-15; Murphy 1971a, Fig. 8a, c-c; 
Murphy 1971 b, Fig. 9b; Murphy 
1972, PI. 1, Fig. 1-6, 9m-u). Some 
controversy (Johnson 1972) has arisen 
regarding the relationship of ccrtain 
incised ceramics from "Whittlesey 
Focus" sites of northeastern Ohio 
with "true" McFate Incised ware from 
northwestern Pennsy Ivania. This 
question has been discussed at some 
length elsewhere (Murphy] 972) and 
will not be given further notice here, 
except to reaffirm my contention thac 
the sheU-tcmpered ceramics with 
opposed incised motifs from the 
Lyman Site (Murphy 1971a) are Illorc 
closely rclated to McFate Incised than 
to any "Whittlesey Focus" ccramics. 
Similarly. usually grit-tempered, 
incised, cordmarkcd sherds which 
have been referred to as Reeve 
Opposed (Fitting 1964) are also 
believed to be closely related and, for 
all practical purposes, typologically 
identical wjth McFate Incised. The 
/ 

Fig. I. Two View, ofvessei I (E 440). Mayer-o~ket' M.:F~te Inc:iw:i «u.mk t'J~. All f18uTf. St.lIle$:arc in 
cenlimelers. 
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limited material available that 
a horizontal incising may be 
slightly common at the Ohio 
components from which McFate 
Incised been reported, but even 
minor distinction, not 
one of great 
not 
strated. 
1 (E 440) from 
Baldwin-Reynolds Museum 
a shell pot an 
elongated and very 
slightly expanding rim, completely 
identical in form with much Mono­
gahe1a ware from the 
"Monyock" area 
Pennsy Ivan ia. 
and has a 
mm. 
vanes 
incised 
very 
senting an 
ance. The 
alternating series 
oblique lines 
5-7 horizontal 
subsequent to incising. 
The lip the flat, plain 
(uncordmarked) and ornamented with 
fine, diagonal 
lines, spaced from 2-9 mm 
came from Pit 139 also 
contained an comb, a triangular 
flint point, a turkey bone awl. 
The McFate Incised 
(E 119 smaller, 
and with cruder, more 
incising, and has a slightly 
rim (Fig. 2a, b, d, . It was 
with Burial 10. shell-
tempered bowl is 1 high 
143 mm in diameter. of the 
body 
that rim 
cordmarking is 
except at base, with most 
cordmarking 
vertical on the tim 
The lip 
marked. rim 
similar to that on 1, but 
are only three incised lines in the 
and horizontal 
of the 
ornamentation suggests that the 
design was formed by dragging or 
drawing a stylus across the wet 
than by true incising or cutting 
with a straight as was probably 
method on the McFate 
Incised of 
ornamentation on cord-
marked McFate 
the 
as a 
separated 
Precisely same concept is 
on Lyman Site (Murphy 1972, 
9) referred to as McFate Incised. 
motifs, found in Susque­
hannock tend to be more 
complicated, the same of 
design application is on at 
least one Funk vessel (Kinsey 
Graybill 1971, 10i). 
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Fi&- 2.a-c. tl. bl Two sherds (rom the rCirored McFate vu.el, (d) the restored McFate veucl, (e) $hell 
tempered McFate lOY pol (E 351 J. and (e) .. rim pronJe or another McFau: Incised vessel (E 1195). 
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There is no intended 
McFate is related to 
Susquehanttock wares or to north­
eastern Ohio ceramics currently 
referred to as McFate (though 
the latter is certainly believed to be 
the case). Lacking to the 
contrary, this particular sequence of 
design application-multiple oblique 
alternating lines added 
the application 
incised element-may 
is more however, to an 
or group phenomenon. 
Conceivably, some individuals 
may have produced similar 
by applying design 
in a different and 
this difference might 
anthropologic, and even 
More attention 
to the precise 
elements are 'UJIJU,",U 
two McFate 
the McFate Site display a 
considerable variation in the 
workmanship. The smaller 
with a rather 
design; the larger 
smoothed with a 
"stamped" 
contrast might be 
one having 
care craftsmanship in 
One postulate that the 
cordmarked vessel is ftom an 
McFate an interesting 
but one without substantial 
at the present 
as easily be claimed 
vessel represents a 
of 
though it is believed that 
not date before A.D. 
S. Brose (197 
that McFate 
western Pennsy Ivania, 
McF ate site, can 
from the Lyman Site 
assigned to McFate 
of the neatly 
of the Pennsy 1­
crudely "drawn" 
Site exam pies. 
occurrence of both crudely 
incised and carefully "stamped" 
sherds at the same site-both at 
McFate and at rather 
with the 
"toy pot" 
(29 mm) 
(37 mm), 
mm at the 
surfaced 
than a 
in the 
been 
a stick or 
ceramic type "Scarem 
the presence of 
used to exclude 
that catch-all. 
The fourth vessel the second 
of the five McFate 
) is a plain, 
vessel with 
everted rim 
nearly 
with a 
mm. The 
measured at lip, varies 
4-7 mm. The cordmarking is 
on most of the but is 
- -
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partially obliterated on the basco In 
form this vessel docs Ilot differ 
significantly from several of the plain, 
"utilitarian" vessels described and 
illustrated by Mary Butler ( 1939) 
from the type Monyock area, notably 
from the Montague Site (36 So 4). 
Somerset County. Also, Curhe's 
Chautauqua Cordmarked ware from 
southwestern New York docs not 
seem co contalll vessels with such a 
sharply flaring rim, but this may be 
duc to insufficiencies in the sample. A 
similar vessel, though again without 
such a pronounced naring of the rim, 
has been illustrated from the Lyman 
Site (Murphy 197 Ia). 
The last vessel illustrated from the 
McFate Site (Fig. 3b) is grit-tempered 
with cord marking over IllOSt of the 
body, though the cordmarking has 
been obliterated near the rim. The 
vesset is bowl-shaped with only the 
faintest suggestion of a neck con· 
striction, and it has a slightly flaring 
rim. It is 125 mm high with twO 
pointed castellations rising 6 mOl 
higher, and it is 121 nun in diameter. 
, 

--­
The caste llations occur inullediately 
above two small vertical lug handles. 
This bowl-bke vessel is ornamented by 
a single series of shallow. rather broad 
and closely spaced punctates immedi­
ately below the flattened lip. Punctate 
markings are a common design ele­
ment in many ceramic series, and 
there is no compelling reason to assign 
this pot to Mayer-Oakes' Monongahela 
Punctate type. It is remarkable. how­
ever, that this particular use of 
punctates, limited to a narrow area 
immediately below the lip and with­
out any further embetlishment by 
inciSing or decorative devices. can be 
duplicated in extant coll ections only 
by some sherds of "Monongahela 
Punctate" from the Speers Site 
(36Wh25). Washington County. 
Pennllylvani;, (M;iyer-Oakes 1955, pp, 
106·107, PI. 49). 
There is no strong evidence to 
Justify continued referral of sites such 
as McFate and Wilson Shutes to the 
Monongahela Complex. though it 
should be emrhasized that ceramic 
relationships 0 these sites seem to be 
FiJ. J.a·b. tal shd! tempered "utility" McFate vessel and (b) grit tempered ve$SCl1 similar to Maycr.Qaku 
Mononlahela Puncutc uramic rypc. 
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to Mononghela ceramics to 
neighboring areas. 
McFate ceramics have little In 
common with Whittlesey 
from northeastern 
(Murphy 1971c), and there 
is little or nothing "lroquoian" about 
Nonetheless, erection a 
full-blown "McFate 
" as has 
attempted (Johnson 1972), 
seems justifiable on 
k 
has 
mere presence of 
two adjacent areas 
the same time does not 
argue for the two 
being one in the same". But the 
converse holds true as well; relatively 
minor differences in one or two 
ceramic modes 
the existence of 
complexes, particularly 
extent and nature 
have to 
tinctions 
basis for distinct 
certainly do not justify 
a new, hypotheticaUy 
tradition. 
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